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REPLY COMMENTS OF BELL ATLANTIC)

In streamlining the approval process for foreign-manufactured customer

premises equipment ("CPE") to be offered in the United States, as most parties urge, the

Commission cannot lose sight of the purpose of its Part 68 registration rules. Those rules

are designed to prevent customers of United States telecommunications carriers from

receiving degraded service as a result of the attachment of non-compliant CPE to the

network. Accordingly, while it is appropriate to allow private laboratories to test

equipment and to allow qualified foreign-based Telecommunications Certification Bodies

to certify that the equipment complies with the Commission's Rules, the Commission
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nonetheless should retain ultimate oversight authority in order to ensure that the public is

protected against service degradation from attachment of non-compliant equipment.

As one party points out, allowing private parties that are authorized by

foreign certification bodies to test equipment may introduce partiality into the

authorization process. Cisco Systems at 8. Another notes that the proposed standards for

accrediting foreign certifying bodies are designed to ensure that they have a

comprehensive knowledge of Commission rules but do not require that they demonstrate

knowledge of the specific type of equipment that they seek to certify. Metricom at 4.

Some of the equipment for advanced services is very complex, however, and requires

specialized expertise to determine if it meets the provisions of Part 68. Id. at 4-5.

Therefore, upon request, the Commission should remain in a position to test equipment

that has been certified by foreign certification bodies to ascertain whether it does, in fact,

comply with its rules and suspend certification if it fails to meet those provisions.

The Commission should also monitor the foreign bodies' testing

processes, much as it routinely monitors the activities of domestic private laboratories

today. It should require that they provide the Commission with periodic reports of the

equipment before them for certification and the results of the tests that they, or private

laboratories acting on their behalf, are conducting. These reports should set out the tests

that they have performed and the basis on which the foreign certification body has

concluded that the equipment meets (or does not meet) the Commission's rules.
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In this way, the Commission can streamline the certification process while

retaining ultimate authority to oversee and enforce compliance with its rules.

Respectfully Submitted,
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